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«+»„+? isc °V nt Ho ? d Said *« purpose of his call was to carry forward the sub-/' 
S V : rt S SCUSSi0n " °? i™ 8 which mi ^t be agenda topicsVt TpossibL '\ 
Sa. WhlCh had b8en initlated V *e Secretary with Ambassador j 

Disarmament 

Caccifon SS S^SJ 7 , V*! Sec r eta ^ ,s conversation with Ambassador 
oaccia on March 2h at which the Secretary expressed his view that certain 
elements of the Astern disarmament package of August 29/1957 mi r-ht be on n 
mefsure d a S £ ar 1 te i y *»*>*•*«>» **» the ^vief s anf kTlZz th e were 
measures to guard against surprise attack. A possible approach in t hi- Vi«i?i 
IfrJl E re ?^ end *? ins P ection zon * extendi* ^rom T Snf running "east 
of Pans to a lxne running west of Minsk. Viscount Hood said that the BHHch 
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Outer Space 



the ™S?m?J? ? uf hiS m *PBtandin e that the Secretary had in mind 
SShiS'iS 111 ?' ° f reachin e « agreement with the Soviets simply to study the ?~ 
?25}£ £ ? ter u SpaC ! ° ontrols - Since it was apparently ^Secretary's in! J$ 
tfa? £+£* ""ft £/*£# W0Uld encom P ass controls of both pais anTlRtfls & 
Sli^ES d * ! KIiged to revieW * eir entire defense Itsture before - -" 

SSf ^S r 4 erSe ^ n i: The Senary had expressed th«>ieFto Ambassldor ^ 
Caccia that it would be possible to have effective control over missiles J ' 

Conv * , J^ff a L r J? inspection of launching sites; Hood wondered IftSs would be ~ 
Copy *i***gj£0^^ to solid fuel missiles as well as liquid fuel mLsil«s! "< 
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In any event Hood felt that the JJritlah and Amartoan military elements 
ahould dlaouao this entire problem as soon as possible, Mr. ELbrlok agreed 
that military dlsoussions would bo required but pointed oub that JCS studies 
on the problem are not yet oompleted. 
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Hood referred to previous statements by the Secretary as to the possibility 
of a 2-3 year suspension of nuclear testa in the course of which agreement on 
cessation of reproduction of fissionable material for military purposes would 
bo sought. He asked if the US had reached a decision on this question. 
Mr. ELbrick replied that the working level people in the Department had made 
recommendations in this field to the Secretary but that a final US position on 
test suspension must await a policy review by the Secretary in consultation 
with McELroy of Defense and Straus of the Atomic Energy Commission. 

McMahon Act 

Hood referred again to the Secretary's conversation with Ambassador Caccia 
on March ?U and particularly the view expressed by the Secretary that it would 
be desirable now to draft sm agreement for the transfer of certain nuclear 
materials from the US to the UK, in anticipation of the required amendments 
to the McMahon Act.Mr. Eibrick said that he would consult with Mr. Farley on 
this problem as soon as possible but agreed with Hood's suggestion that the US 
should have the responsibility for preparing such a draft. 

European Security 

Hood said that his government believed the Western powers must be prepared 
to put forward in any future negotiations with the Soviets a plan for European 
security. Such a plan he felt should be relatively simple and easily under- 
standable and appealing to public opinion. The UK had developed a plan which 
it believed met these criteria and would now like to submit it for consideration 
by the US (text attached). 

In the UK's view there are four principal reasons why bhe '.test should be 
prepared to pv.it forward its own plan for %ropean security: 

1) The Soviet Government's professed desire to reach agreement 
should be pu\ to the test. The tfest cannot do this without a plan of 
its own. 

2) It would be to the West's advantage to go to any meeting with 
the Soviet Union with new ideas, but the area is limited in which such 
new ideas are practicable. 

3) In view of the wide variety of proposals for "disengagement" 
in Europe that are already current, it seems unlikely that the whole 
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h) If a meeting of Pleads of Government failed +>,« q«,ri»+ 
attaoh"dX^' S TlTOttMf, ' :ilwl "e are the prlncipl disadvantage to the 

«hoie autaSSSrtta -teSSa!*^' ""■ not m8t "** force < tte 

-« itrs res- A's^-a^jsj-sr- 

lowlnf c S onaSe;SS **•* """■ '»'""*• " ust to "•»*«• «■*>* the fd. 

* can l2»e'1fte e th»rt be ? J ender With the **■>«• Government. 
«e can leave it to them to esttaate the disadvantage. Bra fact 
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that they would have to redeploy more troopo than the West urines 
because they have ohosen to keep more troops in Hie area than the 
West has. 

2) The smaller the zone of "disengagement", the smaller is the 
military risk. The. area now suggested is small Judged as a military 
area in modern texms, but on both sides of the present border it 
would be large enough to be of genuine significance. Moreover, "dis- 
engagement" is in any case not a new element in Western policy, e.g. 
Point 3 in the Draft Outline Security Treaty put forward at Geneva 

in October 195S, and the Western undertaking in the flarlin Declaration 
of 1956 not to "take military advantage" from German reunification, 
which implies the demilitarisation of what Is now the Eastern zone of 
Germany. 

3) The opposing German forces have stronger reasons, which would 
remain valid, for avoiding conflict than the mere presence among them 
of Soviet or other Western troops. The German troops, eastern and 
western, would in any case remain subject to NATO and Warsaw Pact 
command and control. 

h) The West would have to stand firmly on tiieir Initial proposal, 
making it clear that the Western boundary of the zone was not negotiable. 
The only way for the Soviet Government to go further in the direction 
of extending the zone would be for them to discuss and come to an agree- 
ment with the West on German reunification. 

Finally the UK sees the following intrinsic advantages to its plan: 

1) The present plan, which is to be regarded as a package, main- 
tains a link with German reunification and thus meets one of the 
principal German anxieties. It might also be welcome in some respects 
to opinion in Poland and the other satellites. 

2) Even if only the first stage in fact went into operation, the 
West would have gained a limited Soviet withdrawal, a small de- 
nuclearised area, pilot controls in that area and measures against 
surprise attack in Europe. 

3) It would seem to be a contribution to the relaxation of East- 
VJest tension. 

In concluding his presentation Viscount Hood said his Government would 
welcome the views of the US Government on: 

1) whether any form of disengagement should be contemplated outside 
the context of a general political settlement in Europe; 

2) if so, whether the attached plan represents the maximum measure 
of disengagement that would be safe and practicable. 
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After briefly reviewing the attached plan Mr. Elbrick expressed the 
following preliminary reactions. In the first place an analysis of the 
plan by our military people would be required. Meanwhile, It should be 
understood that a withdrawal of nuclear weapons as set forth in agreement 
no. 3 of the plan would probably mean withdrawal of troops since the Defense 
Department feels strongly that American armed forces must be equipped with 
the most modern weapons if they are to be effective. Secondly, withdrawal 
of troops from Germany would pose the critical problem of where suc'.i troops 
should be located; the Department of Defense, for example, has expressed 
the preliminary view that for practical and political reasons Germany is 
probably the only area l'i Europe where American military forces could be 
stationed. If tills is the case then we should consider what would be the 
ultimate fate of NATO as a defense organisation if the British plan should 
bo implemented. 

Hood 3aid thnt his Government would take no notion on the attached plan 
until receipt of the US views. The UK would be reluctant to table its plan 
in the North Atlantic Council even with the approval of the US because of the 
possible suspicion such action might engender ns to the ultimate intention 
of the UK to withdraw its forces from Europe. A more desirable procedure 
from the British point of view would be to attempt to focus discussion in the 
/ |^ European Security Subcommittee of NATO on the iritish plan. 



I It ( i Next Steps with the Soviets 



Hood pointed out that he assumed that questions of composition, agenda 
and site would now arise in the North Atlantic Council after presentation of 
the British draft statement which had been discussed by Ambassador Caccia 
with the Secretary over the weekend. The Secretary had informed Caccia that 
it would be necessary soon to establish positions on these questions and seek 
a clarification of them with the Soviets. Hood now asked as to the US view 
on how and where this clarification might be sought - in the first round of 
diplomatic talks, by a secret approach to the Soviets, through Secretary 
General Hammarsjold. 

Mr. ELbrick said that he thought such clarification should be sought in 
the first round of diplomatic talks. As to where these should take place, 
no decision had been reached. 
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